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Mr. Thomas Grim, L-293

U.S. Department of Energy,

National Nuclear Sect rity Administration
Livermore Site Office, SWEIS Document Manager
7000 East Avenue

Livermore, CA 94550-9234

Fax: (925) 422-1776
Email: tom. grim@oaldoe.gov
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Lloyd & Leal Portis

rom:  “Lloyd & Leal Portis® <hopione@sbcglobal.net>
To: <tomf@oak.doegov>
Sent: Wednesday, April 21, 2004 9:38 PM
Attach:  ATTO0008.htm

Subject:  Plans for Lawrence Livermore Lab

Dear Mr. Grime,

Even though | live many land miles from the Lawrence Livermore Lab I am greatly concered about the plans of

for the next 10 years, Of particular concern is the increase in airbome radioactivity from the planned
manufacture and testing of potential weapons. Combining this activity with the biowarfare agent research facility
seems to be a definite threat to the health and welfare of all Northern Californians. 1t also appears to be breaking
one of our treaty agreements,

1/04.01

)

As a child [ lived in the Bay area during World War Two. 1 grew up with the knowledge that the government
17.04 |released some biological agents outside the Farallon Islands so that the prevailing winds would carry the germs to
all the population in the Bay area. The g plans for the 1 Li Lab scem to me 1o be
another case of our government not caring about the welfare of its citizens.

Please register my opinion as being against the planned research projects.
Thank you, Leal Portis

oL Lot b oceh Yo atoprie +o )

gﬁaﬁé Y2 3%

42812004
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1/01.01
2/04.01
3/07.01

Dear DOE:

A i
Here is my comment on t ';S'draf[ [Sﬁite-
Environmental Impact Statergent ¢ B
Lab operations over the nexten-yeais, “The
SWEIS calls for major increases in nuclear weapons
design and manufacture. New plutonium
activities include: raising the inventory from
1,540 pounds to 3,300 pounds; tripling the
amount “ac risk” at one time; creating prototype
bomb cores for a new “Modern Pit Facility;”
fissioning plutonium in the NIF mega-laser; and,
vaporizing plutonium oxide on-site to separate
isotopes. The SWEIS also reveals plans to increase
the “at risk” limit for radioactive tritium 10-fold.

I se_th ctions in the SWEIS chat will
increase nuclear proliferation and damage our
environment. [ call on you to analyze conversion
of the Lab to peaceful purposes as an alternative.

Signed: /6‘%/[2 é?//._.,jl_

1/33.01,
34.01,
17.04

2/30.01

3/25.01

4/34.01

MARTHA K. PRIEBAT
3375 NORTON WAY #2
PLEASANTON, CA 94566

My family moved to Livermore in 1966. I raised my children here and today they are
both married and raising their families in this valley. In fact, one family lives within a
mile of the Plutonium building. My grandson is now in 3" grade at Arroyo Seco School,
right beside Big Trees park. Both the school grounds and park been shown to be
contaminated with plutonium.

When I read your long and involved document, [ felt concerned. even frightened, by your
plans to more than double the amount of Plutonium stored at Lawrence Livermore
Laboratory. You also want to increase the amount of Tritium ten-fold. This is truly
frightening to me. I believe LLNL should be looking for ways to decrease the plutonium
and tritium stored in this densely populated area, and was happy to read recently that
DOE has some thought of doing this. Our valley is already contaminated with both of
these highly radioactive and dangerous elements. Big Trees Park. Arroyo Seco School
grounds, and many of our private yards and gardens are contaminated. Over the years,
there have been accidental releases of both these elements. The Lab does not have a
good history of preventing these accidents. Yet you want to increase the amount of both
elements stored at the Lab. You want to double the amount of plutonium stored when, as
the SWEIS states, “no pathway for LNLL to dispose of excess plutonium currently
exists”. Will my great-grandchildren grow up with the specter of still-radiating
plutonium decomposing here? [ would like to see an anal in the Sweis of what will
be needed to handle possible storage of this still-dangerous Pu 50 or 75 years from now.

“This amount of Plutonium stored here would make Livermore into the 6" largest nuclear

power in the world! Livermore would have materials equivalent to the current nuclear
arsenal in all of France. This would certainly make us at high risk for terrorist attacks.
The SWEIS should analyze the need for increased security and show a plan to protect us
from terrorist attacks. It should also analvze the extent of loss. casualties and
contamination in the case of a successful terrorist attack.

1 read that you want to increase the amount of Plutonium that can be stored in one room
at any given time by 3-fold, to 132 pounds. The SWEIS does not analyze the increased
risk of accidents from this amount of Plutonium stored in close prox ._This analy:
should be included in the document.

Next, I would like to talk about your plans for Tritium. This is a gas at all normal
temperatures and pressures, a gas that is not absorbed by HEPA filters and, indeed, very
easily escapes to the environment. In the past there have been large accidental releases.
An early one was tracked as far as Fresno. The current SWEIS mentions expectation of
losses of Tritium during experiments. Now you want fo increase the amount of “at risk™
Tritium 10-fold in order to fill the targets needed for experiments in the NIF. This
increase will surely cause more Tritium releases to our environment. In fact, the SWEIS
accepts this as a fact, Past studies have shown high level of radioactivity in wines from
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4/34.01

5/16.01

6/08.02

7/33.01,
30.01,
34.01

cont. I Livermore grapes. The radioactivity decreased as the use of Tritium at the Lab

decreased. ] think the SWEIS should include an_analysis of the increase in risk to the
environment from this activity. the increase in radicactivity in the wines. and the
commercial effects this will have on our wineries. [ also would expect an analysis of
filling the targets at a more isolated place and the risk associated with shipping filled
targets to Livermore.

Finally [ am faced with the entire idea of increases in plutonium and tritium in this
densely populated area. Our valley is already contaminated and this contamination has
not been well-studied. Instead of increasing the tritium and plutonium stored and used at
LLNL, I would like an analysis of ways to decrease the amount of both elements stored
and used at the lab.

Please consider analyses of long-term storage of Plutonium, increased risk of terrorist
attacks, and risk associated with increased storage of both Plutonium and Tritium. Thank
you for your time and attention.
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